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1242 Eastridge Circle
Sandy, Utah 84094

April 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between socurces 1ike phane companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVENn rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lane Hughes
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1232 North Ave
Atlanta, GA 30307

April 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
449 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

4s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s reqguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this recuirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet teiephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the goverpment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential fer hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications Past
effarts to provide this sort of bhackdosor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Kingston
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fpril 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reaquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws &lready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the fBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually builid its systems around
government eavesdropping It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be burlt with z peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can c¢ollect information hetween saurces 1ike phone campanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative nrocess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

scott miller
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Sacramento, CA 95826

April 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access

I do not believe thi1s reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you toc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in

wiretapping.

Thank Yau,

Geoffrey E. C. Pike
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avid hogg

1235 harbinger street
Dallas., tx 75287

April 15, 2004

FCC Chailrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the squivalent of the government requiring al}
new homes be built with z peephole for law enforcement to look thraugh.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rggue government agents ta access our personal communications. Past
sfforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
enly created a rich opportunmity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Tpok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David hogg
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Vanpamhy Cuveh
505 Abingdon St.
Chesaning, MI 486186

April 15, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by tryina to force the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It s the equivalent of the gevernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to 2ccess our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
onhly created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our pew Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

kenneth Bryan Smith
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Fort Wayne, IN 46835

épril 15, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppecsition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. ‘tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveirllance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the gaovernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
spurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potentiral for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gaovernment agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
ohly created a rich opportunmity for hackers,

I belijeve that we do not want to be a country where any person’s actions is
filtered through the lens of suspicion. McCarthy believed in this kind of

power over all people so that he could use 1t for Teverage whenever he wanted.

Do any of you wish to have a body with that power looking over vour shoulder,
reinterpreting your actions, in whatever framework a third party would like to |
frame them 1n? If not, then nobody else in this country deserves that

treatment either.

Once again, I urge yeou to oppose the dangerous suggaestion of the Department of
TJustice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Saifu Morriswalla
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Brian Rome

208 W 3rd
Ottawa, KS 66057

April 15, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streer SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Cchairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justrice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-1n wiretapping access

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
goverhnment savesdrapping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be hui1lt with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

1 am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information betwsen sources like phone companies and data
sources 11ke e—ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. pPast
efforts to provide this sort of backdsor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Brian Rome
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Pan Gluck

839 W. End Av.
New York, NY 100295

April 15, 2004
FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
washingtan, DC 20554
FCC Chajrman Powell:
As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buirlt—-in wiretapping access.
Can you tell me {13 the status of DoJ’s request that all new Internet
communication services be required to have built in wiretapping access, and (2}

your views on this 1ssue. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Cluck
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Elizabeth Schaaf

4 Webster Street
N Tonawanda, NY 14120

April 15, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington. DL 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI {is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect informatian between scurces like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to ocur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
geven rogue government agents to access oyr personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestien of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thaoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Schaaf
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Jorqge Paz

1524 E St Apt 3
Lincaln, NE 68508

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through,.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to srovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich appartunity for hackers.

Once again. I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jorge A Paz
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Zachary STanins
1806 Orgway P

Nashville, TN 37206

March 19, 2004

FcC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The ¥BI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to farce the i1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the eguivalent of the goverament requiring all
new homes he burlt with a peephole far law enforcement to logk through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phane companies and data
sources like e-mayi. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue dovernment agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
witetapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Zachary Stains



Wwed 21 Apr 2004 05,95 32 PM EPT Pad
Troy Thompsan

2309 cardinal way
chesapeake beach, md 20732

April 14, 2004

FCC Chalrman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned ingdividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 31s the equivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potenti1al for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers

Once again, I uUrge vyou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Taok farward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Troy Thompson
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Scott S 1s

amue
737 Evans Ave
Missoula, MT 538041

april 14, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required ta have built-in wiretapping access.

This renuirement is not necessary. Longstanding taws already require Internet
Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow the FBI to conduct
surveillance. The FBI is going far beyvond these existing powers by trying to
force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around government
pavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all new homes
be built with a peephole for law enforcement tc look through.

This requirement represents an end-run arcund Congress. Lawmakers, after
extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how the FBI can collect
information hetween sources like phone companies and data sources like e-mail.
The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law would bypass the
legislative process to alter that careful balance,

8y requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the government is
creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves, or even rogue
government agents, to access our personal communications. Past efforts to
provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and only
created a rich opportunity for hackers

1 urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of Justice that
our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Scott
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Susan Durfy

32% Grand Street, Apt. 4-R
Hoboken, NJ Q7030

Anril 14, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communicatians Commission
445 1zth Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not beiieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Prayviders and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 11ke e-ma1l, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiaons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a ri¢ch opportunmity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook farward tec hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Susan Duffy
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Patricia Chang

1133 Stockton St.
Indianapolis, IN 4B2B0

April 14, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streelb SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI s going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually buiid its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to look through.

I am very caoncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect infarmaticn between sources Yike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mafil. The fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
gfforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

once again, I urge you te oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patricia Davis Chang
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raKim Xohammad
1031 Ala Napunani St 401
Honolulu, HI 96818

April 14, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 1s necessary. Lorgstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is goina far hevond these existing
powers by trying tc force the industry to actually builld its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 15 the equivaient of the government requiring all
new homes be buillt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. iawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-matl. The FBT s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persaonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents o access outr personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Hakim N. Mohammad
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Smy Har

212 West 22nd St. H2N,
New York, NY 10011

April 14, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concernad individuai, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Yaws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually huild 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping It 1s the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nformation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
oniy created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that opur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Amy Harlib
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James MILLER III

1218 Dugas Street
Adugusta, ga 303501

April 14, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communicatians Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to ailow
the FBI to conduct surveillance., The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
spurces Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built~in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

James N. Miller III



Tug 20 AU 200 1,209, A1 £AT P

8054 18th Ave NW
Seattle, WA 3B117

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet <ommunication serfvices be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I urge you to oppose the suggestion of the Department of Justice that our new
Internet communication technologies should have built~in wiretapping. I am very
concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around Congress, The

FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw would bypass the legisiative
process to alter that careful balance.

The FBI is going far beyond existing powers by trying to force the Internet
industry to build its systems around government eavesdrapping. It is the same
as the government reguiring all npew homes be built with a peephole for law
enforcement to look through

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Toanne Wright
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Jack Davi1d Marcus

215 West 92nd Street Apt. H®1SE
New York City, New York 10025

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
fFedera} Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephcone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveirllance The F8I is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBT can collect information between sources iike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring 2 master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
EVEN rogue government agents to access our personal <communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion af the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wilretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jack David Marcus
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william Toomey

1335 n ballista ave
La Puente, CA 91744

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies ta allow
the fBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is coing far beyvond these existing
powers by trying to force the jndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bui1lt with 2 peephole for law enfaorcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up baundaries for haow
the FBI can <ollect informatian between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal <ommunications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue goverpment agents to access our persanal cammunications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestien of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

William T. Toomey
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sboran Polacek
200 Mount Pleasant Avenue, B-2
West Crange, NJ 07052

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Wichae) Poweld
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, 0DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powel}:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that a1l new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone <companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tc our perscnal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access OUr personal communications. Past
efforts te provide thi1s sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wirgtapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Debarah J. Polacek
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Uokapall Adaw
17740 1515t Ave SE., Sujte B
Renton, WA 98858

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel?
Federal Communications Caommission
445 12th Street SW

washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The ¥BI is going fFar beyond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. 1t 1s the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phaone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The F81 s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process teo alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
EVENn rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access haye not been successful and
only created a rich epportunity far hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Odom
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210 Mi11 Creek Road
Quincy, CA 95871
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April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, 1 am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

Creetings:

MY MESSAGE:

1 cannot find the waords to express adequately my reaction of incredulity that
any free American with their own computer would entertain such an outrageously
intrusive, anti-dmerican idea for a moment. And since I am willing to bet every
representative on the Hill has hisfher own machine, that means every one of
you. Aside from the dictatorship-Tike behavior involved in such a move, there
is the fact - undisputed and proved — that where the government can enter your
computer through a back door, so can the rogue. Please, let us retain a bit of
sanity here, as we demolish freedoms and desanctify privacy in a scramble to
remain "safe’. C(an you really say, with a straight face, that terrorists will
be foiled by this? No, only the innocent will suffer if thi1s goes on. Please
think outside your party, outside the post—-311 hysteria, and keep our computers
our awn Thank vou.

Susan

ACLU MESSAGE:

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tc conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gqovernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new haomes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI < agoressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bkalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications, Past
efforts to provide this saort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich appartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

T iook forward to hearing your thoughtc on this matter.

Sincerely,

Susan Halberstadt
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JTAMES MITCHELL
93 MONROE S
T

HOBOKEN, N.J. 07030

april 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone cempanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 1is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying te farce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bullt with a peephole for law enforcement tg look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources like phone companies and data
sources J1ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal cocmmunications past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vyou to oppose the dangeraus suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have builtt=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on thys matter.

Sincerely,

JAMES MITCHELL
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ueorge Douglas

14601 NwW Pheasant H111 Road
McMinnville, OR 87128

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Wwashington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Proyiders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the government requiring ai?l
new homes he burlt with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
spurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
gffarts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to gppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should haye built-—in
wiretapping

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dr George Douglas
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Jonathan Lane
2324 Magnolia Oir
Valdosta, Ca 31601

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20954

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have bullt-in wiretapping access.

I dc not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivaient of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through,

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the fBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Gr
geven rogue government agentsg to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor =access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Lane
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13218 North 76th. Place
Scottsdale, Arizana 852860

aApril 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

wWashingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chatrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buiit-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It 1s the equivalent aof the government regquiring all
new homes be bullt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources l1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once agaln., I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shoulid have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward tc hearing vyour thaughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Carroll Oden



Fi0 10 gl 003 D2rileQE PIEPY P

Haolaon Aragon

14101 La Rue St
San Fernando, California 51340

April 13, 2004

FCC Chartrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington. 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fc a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have buirlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdraopping. It 1s the equivaient of the gavernment requiring ail
new homes be buirlt with & peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 11ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Tlaw
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rcgue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich aopportunity for hackers.

Onc¢e again, I urde you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication techrglogies should have bujlt-in
wiretapping.

I jook farward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Helen Aragan



